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A CORRESPONDENT residing at Wool.

wich, a medical practitioner, has forwarded
to us two cases for publication, in which

citrine ointment and catechu were used
with success for the following purposes.
CAMPHORATED CITRINE OINTMENT IN

HYDROCELE.&mdash;A few weeks after a fall
which occasioned an inguinal hernia,
the right testicle, without any evident
cause, began to swell, and became too

painful to be handled. (The accident
occurred to our correspondent.) This was
soon followed by hydrocele, when the pain,
which had by this time abated consider-
ably, went off gradually, but the swelling
seemed to be stationary. Meanwhile the
hydrocele increased, and caused much
suffering from tension of the scrotum. I
consented to have the water drawn off, but
in the interval a different morle of treat-
ment occurred to my mind. Having fre-
quently witnessed the beneficial effects 01
the citrine ointment (Unguentum Hydrar-
gyri Nitratis) with camphor in cases o
glandular and other indurated tumours, I
thought it would also excite the torpid
absorbents in those of an aqueous kind,
and therefore preferred this trial to that
of the knife. In applying it I grasped the
left or sound side of the scrotum firmly, so
as to make the tumour as tense as possible,
and then rubbed a small quantity of the
ointment (about 25 or 30 grains) over its
surface for a due length of time. This I
repeated every evening as long as it was
necessary, generally before a fire. After

using the ointment for a week or tcn days,
the tumour was evidently diminished in

bulk, and, persevering with it some tim

longer, the tumour eventually disappeared
In the meantime there was little alteratior
in the swelling of the testicle, but as i

gave me little or no pain, except wher
handled, I left it to its own vis medicatrix
and that was slow enough, as it was full)
three months before it was reduced to th(
size of the other. The hydrocele hai
never returned in any way. The citrine
ointment was made by adding a drachir.
of camphor to an ounce of the ointment.

CATECHU IN MERCURIAL PTYALISM.-

Capt. B., twenty-five years of age, having
had occasion to undergo a short course oi
mercury, whilst his regiment was en-

camped near Harwich, during rather a

cold summer, unexpectedly experienced,
about the fifth day of the course, approach-
ing ptyalism ; and when I was summoned
to visit him in the evening, I found him in
bed, spitting, or rather slavering, pro-
fnsely, and presenting a picture of despair,
from distress of mind, occasioned by his

1 situation at a moment when he was daily
. expecting a visit from a party of valued
il friends, most of them females, to the camp.
It was no easy matter to determine underthese urgent circumstances what means-
to use. I had long ago proved the utterinefficiency of alum, opium, and other re-puted antidotes against salivation, and at
last I thought of catechu, of which I had

made a strong decoction for some other
purpose, though it was a remedy as yet
untried, at least by me. To be brief, I
desired my patient to take a wineglass-ful (about tii to iiss) of this decoction
every two hours, or even oftener, if -his
stomach would bear it; and also to gargle
his mouth and fauces as frequently as pos-
sible with the same. The result was,.that
! when I visited him early on the next

morning, the spitting had entirely ceased,
and every other sign of the effects of mer-
cury had wholly disappeared, debility from
the ptyalism alone excepted. I think that
since this case occurred I have had fur-
ther proof of the efficacy of catechu in
obviating the ultimate effects of mercury,
and I invite your numerous readers to
make trial of it in cases of mercurial ptya-
lism. Instead of 3iiss of catechu to half
a pint of boiling water, according to the
London Pharmacopoeia, I use at least 3iij
to that quantity of boiling water; for
whether infusion or decoction be used, it
ought to be made as strong as possible.

CHARGE OF

UNPROFESSIONAL CONDUCT.

To the Editor of THE LANCET.

SIR,&mdash;On the 13th of February last I
was called at three p. m. to attend a fe-
male child fifteen months old, living in
this place, who had been labouring under
an attack of measles during three days.
The case had been attended with the usual
symptoms. The eruption was then dis. 
appearing, and the child evidently labour-
ing under inflammation of the lungs; the
bowels had been freely opened on that
day. I immediately ordered a grain and a
half of calomel, and two of James’s pow-
der, to be given with a tablespoonful of
sudorific mixture. The powder was re-
peated on the following morning, and a
third was given some time after. This
was all the calomel the child took during
my attendance. It complained of soreness
of tlte moutlt on the night that the first
powder was administered. About the third

day after, the mucous surface of the fauces
recame sore and inftamed, occasioning
great pain to the little patient, and an
aversion from taking the breast. These
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circumstances alarmed the parents, to
console whom I observed that the sore-
ness might possibly be the effect of the
medicine, and if so, it would be of little

consequence. After this, before I left it,
which was on the eighth day, the child
took to the breast again, as well as to

liquids. The anxiety of the parents still
continuing, they called in another medical
man residing in the same place, a Mr.
Vicary, who pronounced the child to he
" in a complete state of salivation from the
mercury it had taken." Now, Sir, there was
no enlargement of the tongue or of any of
the salivary glands, no discharge of saliva,
no ulceration of the gums, no looseness of
the teeth, and the bowels had been re-
lieved every day on which I attended the
child. None of the above symptoms being
present, I cannot imagine how a medical
man could assert that " the child was in
a complete state of salivation." Mr. Vicary
continued to attend the child until it died,
thirteen days from the time at which he
first saw it. During this time, also, I arn
informed, there was a deficiency of salivary
secretion, and a few days before its death
the breath became highly offensive, the
tongue was covered with a brown fur,
there was a viscid bloody matter wiped
from the child’s mouth and ears; watery
stools were evacuated, convulsions ensued,
and petcchice, too, appeared in various

parts of the body. All these circumstances,
together with the child’s inheriting a scro-
fulous diathesis, led me to conclude that
its death was occasioned by cynanche ma-
ligna, which so often occurs as the conse-
quence of a debilitating disorder in such a
habit. At all events I could not consider
that the child died from ptyalism. What
treatment Mr. Vicary adopted during the
twelve or thirteen days of his attendance,
I am at a loss to know, but it is very
certain that the child died under his care,
and of some disorder or other, but cer-
tainly I conceive not from any arising
from the effects of the medicine given to
the child by me. The opinion having
been given by him, that the child’s death
was caused "by the slouglting of the
tonsils," and his having pronounced the
child to be in a state of salivation at the
time he first saw it, it was considered and
stated by many persons, that, "my treat-
ment had killed the child!" Knowing
that such a report must be injurious to my
professional reputation, and having had
some reason to conclude that it origin-
ated with Mr. Vicary, I immediately
wrote to him, requesting him either tc

confirm or deny by letter the imputation
thus cast upon me. This satisfaction,
however, he has refused to give me, as the
following correspondence will show : -

- "T’o Mr. Vicary.&mdash;Sir,&mdash;I have been informed
that you have ascribed the death of Mr. Cuitis’s
child to the treatment I adopted when I was fust

called in. Will yon oblige me by informing me if
this is correct? Yours &c., JOHN HOARE.

.. 8th March, 1835."
He replied to me on the same evening

as follows :-
" Sir,&mdash;I am astonished at the contents of your

note. Did Sou not inform Mr. Cnrth that the affec-
tion of the mouth, nmler which the child was

labonriug, proceeded from the medicine you hadgiven ? It was your owu acimission, and why
blame others ? I am &c. GEO. VICARY."

Considering this to be an evasive an-
swer, I wrote the next morning the fol-

lowing note :-
" Sir,&mdash;I do not consider your note an answer

to mine. I beg to know whether yon aswibe thechild’s death to my treatment ? Yonrs, &c.,
J. HOARE."

To this I received no written reply, but
a positive refusal from Mr. V. personally,
to answer my question, thus I think con-
firming the stigma under which I labour.In justice to myself, therefore, 1 feel it in-
dispensable to give the case publicity, and
to ask, in conclusion, of yourself, Mr.
Editor, or of any of my professional
brethren, if it is at all probable, in this
case, that the soreness of the moath,
which took place in so short a time as
four or five hours after so small a dose of
calomel as a grain and a half, could be
the effect of the mercury or not ? Is it

likely that the first and two subsequent
doses produced that "sloughing of the
tonsils" only, of which it is said the child

died twenty days after? Could the child’s
death be ascribed to the mercury I gave
it? I am sir, your obedient servant,

JOHN HOARE,
Sargeon, M.R.C.S., and

Lie. Apoth. Comp. London.
’ Warminster, Wilts, April 13, 1835.

JOHN HOARE,
Surgeon, M.R.C.S., and

Lic Apoth-Comp London.
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We cannot promise to give insertion to
the " inquiry 

" mentioned in the note of
Mr. F. E. (P.) without first possessing the
opportunity of being satisfied that it wiil
contain matter which is either new or

very superior in arrangement to any
which we could ourselves compile from
public and authentic sources, if required
by circumstances.
Y. Z. We never reply to such questions.
Does Mr. Gray veally mean a branch of a tree?

Can vie see the piece’! 
The references contained in the letter of Mr.

Humfrey, woulll not be intelligible to our readers.
Bsides, it seems to us that the matter shouldrather
be made the subject of an advertisemeat.
On moving for the ctocnments from Apotheca ies’

Hall last week, in the House of Commons, Mr.
Wakley asecrtained that ttte House had directed
tllem to be supplied.


